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June 19, 2017

VIA E-MAIL

Leslie Blake
Remedial Project Manager
U.S. Environmental Protection Agency
77 West Jackson Boulevard, SR-6J
60604-3590

Re: Request for Information Pursuant to Section 104(e) of CERCLA regarding
the Gary Development Landfill Site located in Gary, Lake County, Indiana
CERCLIS ID No: IND77005916

Dear Ms. Blake,

I write on behalf of Honeywell International Inc. (“Honeywell”) in response to the
U.S. Environmental Protection Agency’s (“EPA”) March 16, 2017 request for
information pursuant to Section 104(e) of CERCLA (“the 104(e) Request”) seeking
information related to the generation, storage, treatment, transportation, and disposal of
hazardous substances that have been, or threaten to be, released from the Gary
Development Landfill Site (“GDL Site”) in Gary, Lake County, Indiana. EPA stated in
its 104(e) Request that it understood that Baron-Blakeslee1 transported, disposed, or
arranged for the disposal of hazardous material at the GDL Site.

EPA granted Honeywell an extension to June 19, 2017 to reply to the 104(e)
Request. Subsequently, EPA also agreed to narrow the scope of the 104(e) Request,
limiting Questions 6-10 to information relating to the GDL Site and Questions 11-17 to
information about facilities in Indiana and Illinois with a relationship to the GDL Site. In
addition, EPA agreed to narrow the time frame specified in Question 11 (and
consequently Questions 12-17) to the years 1970-1978.

1 Baron-Blakeslee was acquired by Allied Chemical in 1984. Allied Chemical merged
with Signal in 1985 and formed Allied Signal. Allied Signal acquired Honeywell Inc. in
1999; the company then became Honeywell International Inc.
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Honeywell makes the following objections and general points with respect to this
Request:

A. Honeywell generally objects to the Request to the extent that it seeks
information or documents protected from discovery by the attorney-client privilege, the
attorney work product doctrine, the joint defense or common interest privilege, the self-
evaluative privilege, or any other applicable privilege or doctrine. Nothing contained in
these objections or the responses below is intended as, or shall in anyway be deemed as, a
waiver of privilege. Honeywell further objects to the Request to the extent that it seeks
confidential or proprietary business information of Honeywell or settlement confidential
information.

B. Honeywell generally objects to the Request to the extent that it seeks
information and/or documents not in the possession, custody, or control of Honeywell.

C. Honeywell generally objects to the Request to the extent that it is overbroad,
vague, ambiguous, unduly burdensome, not calculated to lead to the discovery of
admissible evidence or information necessary or useful to EPA’s investigation, or beyond
the authority provided in CERCLA § 104(e), 42 U.S.C. § 9604(e).

D. Honeywell generally objects to the Request to the extent that it seeks
information which may be derived or ascertained from documents already within the
knowledge, possession, or control of EPA.

E. This response reflects a thorough and extensive search of Honeywell’s
records, but no representation is made that all such records have been located and
searched. Honeywell reserves the right to supplement this response in the event that it
locates additional responsive non-privileged documents or information.

F. Honeywell does not waive, and specifically reserves, any and all objections to
the admissibility, relevance, and form of the referenced documents. Furthermore,
Honeywell makes no representation to the truth, accuracy, or completeness of any of the
statements made in these documents, and reserves its right to deny the truth, accuracy, or
completeness of these statements in the future.

G. In certain instances below, where documents contain the information sought
by the Request, Honeywell has directed EPA to attached documents rather than providing
answers in a narrative form.
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Notwithstanding the foregoing objections, and preserving and without waiving
them, Honeywell responds to the Request, incorporating each of the above objections, as
follows:

1. Provide copies of all documents, records, and correspondence
in your possession relating to the GDL Site.

Response:

From a thorough review of records in Honeywell’s possession, at this time, Honeywell
has identified two documents relating to the GDL site--a letter from the Illinois
Environmental Protection Agency to Baron-Blakeslee, dated December 16, 1976, and a
letter in response dated December 20, 1976. (See Attachments 1 and 2).

Honeywell has been unable to identify any additional documents or information related to
the GDL Site.

2. In regard to materials you disposed of at the GDL Site, arranged for
disposal of, or transported to the GDL Site, identify and describe, and
provide all documents that refer or relate to:

a. The precise location, address, and name of the facility
where disposal, treatment, unloading, management, and
handling of the hazardous substances occurred. Provide
the official name of the facility and a description of the
facility where each hazardous substance involved in such
transactions was actually disposed or treated.

Response:

After a diligent search, at this time, Honeywell has no information to provide in response
to this request.

b. If the location or facility of such disposal, treatment,
unloading, management and handling is a different
location or facility than what was originally intended,
please provide all documents that relate and/or refer to



June 19, 2017
Page 4

why the substances came to be located at the different
location or facility.

Response:

See Attachments 1 and 2.

c. All intermediate sites where the hazardous substances
involved in each arrangement were transshipped, or
where they were stored or held, any time prior to final
treatment or disposal.

Response:

After a diligent search, at this time, Honeywell has no information to provide in response
to this request.

d. The nature, including the chemical content,
characteristics, physical state (e.g., solid, liquid) and
quantity (volume and weight) of all hazardous
substances involved in each arrangement.

See Attachments 1 and 2.

e. In general terms, the nature and quantity of the non-
hazardous substances involved in each such
arrangement.

f. The condition of the transferred material containing
hazardous substances when it was stored, disposed,
treated or transported for disposal or treatment.

g. The markings on and type, condition and number of
containers in which the hazardous materials were
contained when they were stored, disposed, treated, or
transported for disposal or treatment.
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h. All tests, analyses, analytical results and manifests
concerning each hazardous substance involved in each
transaction. Please include information regarding who
conducted the test and how the test was conducted
(batch sampling, representative sampling, splits,
composite, etc.).

i. The final disposition of each of the hazardous substances
involved in each arrangement.

Response:

After a diligent search, at this time, Honeywell has no information to provide in response
to Requests 2(e)-(i).

j. All persons, including you, who may have entered into
an agreement or contract for the disposal, treatment or
transportation of a hazardous substance at or to the
GDL Site. Please provide the persons' titles and
departments/offices.

i. The names, addresses, and telephone numbers of
persons or entities who received the hazardous
substances from the persons described in 2(j) above.

Response:

Attachment 2 (authored by a Baron-Blakeslee employee) references an employee of Liquid
Waste.

The documents attached as Attachments 3-4 are correspondence between representatives of
Liquid Waste and representatives of Baron-Blakeslee. Attachment 3 identifies two Liquid
Waste representatives.

While Honeywell makes no representations as to whether the persons named in these
documents entered into a contract or agreement for disposal of waste at the GDL site, the
letterhead for these documents includes contact information for Liquid Waste and Baron-
Blakeslee. Honeywell includes Attachments 2-4 in response to Request 2(j)(i) for the
purpose of providing that contact information.
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ii. Any person with whom the persons described in 2(j)
made such arrangements.

iii. The dates when each person described in 2(j) made
such arrangements and provide any documentation.

iv. The steps you or other persons, including persons
identified in 2(j) above took to reduce the spillage or
leakage. Please identify any operational manuals or
policies (e.g. a facility's spill control policy) which
address the management of spills and leaks and
provide any documentation.

v. The amount paid by you, or other persons referred
to in 2(j) above in connection with each transaction
for such arrangement, the method of payment, and
the identity of the persons involved. Please provide
any contacts, written agreements, or documentation
reflecting the terms of the agreements.

vi. The amount of money received by you or other
persons referred to in 2(j) above for the sale,
transfer, or delivery of any material containing
hazardous substances and provide any
documentation. If the material was repaired,
refurbished, or reconditioned, how much money was
paid for this service?

Response:

After a diligent search, at this time, Honeywell has no information to provide in response
to Requests 2(j)(ii-vi).

k. Who controlled and/or transported the hazardous substances prior to
delivery to the GDL Site? Provide agreements and/or documents
showing the times when each party possessed the hazardous
substances.
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Response:

As noted above, Attachment 2 indicates that Liquid Waste transported waste to the GDL
Site in 1976. As indicated in Attachment 5, Liquid Waste discontinued its transportation
and disposal services no later than November 1, 1978.

l. Identify all persons, including you, who may have transported
materials to the GDL Site. Such persons will hereinafter be referred
to as "Transporters."

Response:

As noted above, Attachment 2 indicates that Liquid Waste transported waste to the GDL
Site in 1976.

i. State the names, telephone numbers and present or last known
addresses of all individuals who you have reason to believe may
have knowledge, information or documents regarding any
transportation of materials to the GDL Site, the disposal of
materials at the GDL Site, or the identities of the companies whose
material was disposed of at the GDL Site. For each individual
identified, summarize the types of knowledge, information or
documents you believe he or she may have.

Response:

As noted above, Attachment 2 is correspondence between Baron-Blakeslee and the
Illinois Environmental Protection Agency and references a Liquid Waste employee.

Attachments 3 and 4 are correspondence between representatives of Liquid Waste and
representatives of Baron-Blakeslee. While these documents make no reference to the
GDL site, Honeywell includes them in response to Request 2(l)(i) for the purpose of
providing contact information for Baron-Blakeslee and Liquid Waste.

ii. State whether there exists any agreement or contract (other than
an insurance policy) which may indemnify the Company, present
owners of shares in the Company or past owners of shares in the
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Company, for any liability that may result under CERCLA for
any release of a hazardous substance from the GDL Site. If so,
please provide a copy of the agreement or contract. Identify by
name and job title the person who prepared the agreement or
contract, and if the document is not readily available, state
where it is stored, maintained and why it is no longer available.

iii. State whether an insurance policy has ever been in effect which
may indemnify Honeywell International, Inc. or Baron-
Blakeslee against any liability which you two may have under
CERCLA for any release or threatened release of a hazardous
substance that may have occurred at the GDL Site. If so, please
provide a copy of the policy. Identify any policy that you
cannot locate or obtain by the name of the carrier, years in
effect, nature and extent of coverage, and any other
information you have.

iv. Identify all persons and entities from whom Transporter
accepted materials which were taken directly or indirectly to
the GDL Site.

v. Identify the owners of the materials that were accepted for
transportation by the Transporter.

vi. Identify the person who selected the GDL Site as the location to
which Transporter took the materials to the GDL Site.

vii. Describe the measures taken by the persons who gave the
materials to the Transporters to determine what the
Transporters would actually do with the materials they
accepted.

viii. For each material, describe any warnings given to you with
respect to its handling.

ix. Identify all locations to which the material was shipped, stored
or held prior to their final treatment or disposal.
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x. The amount paid to each Transporter for accepting the
materials for transportation, the method of payment and the
identity of the person who paid each transporter.

Response:

After a diligent search, at this time, Honeywell has no information to provide in response
to Requests 2(l)(ii-x).

m. The owner(s) or possessor(s) (persons in possession) of the
hazardous substances involved in each arrangement for
disposal or treatment of the substances. If the
ownership(s) changed, when did this change(s) occur?
Please provide documents describing this transfer of
ownership, including the date of transfer, persons
involved in the transfer, reason for the transfer of
ownership, and details of the arrangement(s) such as
contracts, agreements, etc. If you did not own the
hazardous substances when shipped, who did own it and
how did you come to own the hazardous substances?

n. Who selected the location where the hazardous
substances were to be disposed or treated?

o. How were the hazardous substances or materials
containing hazardous substances planned to be used at
the GDL Site?

p. What was done to the hazardous substances once they
were brought to the GDL Site, including any service,
repair, recycling, treatment, or disposal.

q. What activities were typically conducted at the Site or
the specific facility where the hazardous substances were
sent? What were the common business practices at the
GDL Site? How and when did you obtain this
information?
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r. How were the hazardous substances typically used,
handled, or disposed of at the GDL Site?

s. How long did you have a relationship with the owner(s)
and/or operator(s) of the GDL Site?

t. Did you have any influence over waste disposal activities
at the GDL Site? If so, how?

u. What percentage of your total hazardous substances
went to the GDL Site?

v. What steps did you take to dispose of or treat the
hazardous substances? Please provide documents,
agreements and/or contracts reflecting these steps.

w. What involvement (if any) did you have in selecting the
particular means and method of disposal of the
hazardous substances.

x. At the time you transferred the hazardous substances,
what did you intend to happen to the hazardous
substances? Please provide any contracts, written
agreements, and/or other documentation reflecting the
intention of the parties. If you do not have such
documents and/or materials, please so state.

y. With respect to all transactions involving hazardous
substances, at the time of the transaction, specify the
measures you took to determine the actual means of
treatment, disposal or other uses of hazardous
substances. Provide information you had about the
treatment and disposal practices at the GDL Site. What
assurances, if any, were you given by the
owners/operators at the GDL Site regarding the proper
handling and ultimate disposition of the materials you
sent there?
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z. What efforts, if any, did you take to investigate the nature
of the operations conducted at the Site and the
environmental compliance of the GDL Site prior to
selling, transferring, delivering (e.g., for repair,
consignment, or joint-venture), disposing of, or arranging
for the treatment or disposal of any hazardous
substances.

Response:

After a diligent search, at this time, Honeywell has no information to provide in response
to Requests 2(m-z).

3. Provide names, addresses and telephone numbers of any individuals,
including former and current employees, who may be knowledgeable of
Baron-Blakeslee’s operations and hazardous substances handling, storage
and disposal practices that resulted or may have resulted in disposal of
hazardous substances at the GDL Site.

Response:

After a diligent search, at this time, Honeywell has no information to provide in response
to this request.

4. State the date(s) on which Baron-Blakeslee's hazardous substances were
sent, brought or moved to the GDL Site and the names, addresses and
telephone numbers of the person(s) making arrangements for the drums to
be sent, brought or moved to the GDL Site.

Response:

After a diligent search, at this time, Honeywell has no information to provide in response
to this request.

5. List all federal, state and local permits and/or registrations issued to
Baron-Blakeslee for the transport and/or disposal of materials at the
GDL Site.
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Response:

After a diligent search, at this time, Honeywell has no information to provide in response
to this request.

6. Which shipments or arrangements were sent under each permit? If what
happened to the hazardous substances differed from what was specified
in the permit, please state, to the best of your knowledge, the basis or
reasons for such difference.

Response:

After a diligent search, at this time, Honeywell has no information to provide in response
to this request.

7. Were all hazardous substances transported by licensed carriers to
hazardous waste TSDFs permitted by the U.S. EPA?

Response:

After a diligent search, at this time, Honeywell has no information to provide in response
to this request.

8. List all federal, state and local permits and/or registrations and their
respective permit numbers issued for the transport and/or disposal of
wastes.

Response:

After a diligent search, at this time, Honeywell has no information to provide in response
to this request.

9. Did Baron-Blakeslee have a permit or permits issued under RCRA? Did
it have, or has it ever had, a permit or permits under the hazardous
substance laws of the State of Indiana? Did Baron-Blakeslee have an EPA
Identification Number, or an identification number supplied by the State
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Environmental Protection Agency? Supply any such identification
number(s) your company or business has.

Response:

After a diligent search, at this time, Honeywell has no information to provide in response
to this request.

10. Identify whether a Notification of Hazardous Waste Activity was ever
filed with the EPA or the corresponding agency or official of the State of
Indiana, the date of such filing, the wastes described in such notice, the
quantity thereof described in such notice, and the identification number
assigned to such facility by EPA or the state agency or official.

Response:

After a diligent search, at this time, Honeywell has no information to provide in response
to this request.

11. Provide the correct name and addresses of the plants and other buildings
or structures where Baron-Blakeslee carried out operations in Indiana
and Illinois (excluding locations where ONLY clerical/office work was
performed) during the period between 1970 and 1999.

Response:

As indicated in Attachment 2, Baron-Blakeslee’s Cicero facility was located at:

1620 South Laramie Avenue
Chicago, Illinois 60650

12. Provide a brief description of the nature of Baron-Blakeslee's operations
at each location in Illinois and Indiana identified in response to Request
Item 11. If the nature or size of Baron-Blakeslee's operations changed
over time, describe those changes and the dates they occurred.
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Response:

Attachment 6 indicates that Baron-Blakeslee’s Cicero facility was a lumber and
woodworking yard in the 1950s, and was purchased by Baron-Blakeslee in 1965.
Attachment 6 and Attachment 7 indicate that Baron-Blakeslee’s Cicero facility was
generally used to store and recycle solvent waste during the 1970-78 time period.
Attachment 8 describes the history of the site in detail, including dates that additional
parcels and buildings were added, and their various uses. The Cicero facility closed in
1992.

13. List the types of raw materials used in Baron-Blakeslee's operations at
each location in Illinois and Indiana identified in response to Request
Item 11, the products manufactured, recycled, recovered, treated, or
otherwise processed in these operations.

Response:

Attachment 8 indicates that products handled at the Cicero facility included
trichloroethylene, perchloroethyane, methylene chloride, 111-trichloroethane, and
trichlorotrifluoroethane.

14. Provide copies of Material Safety Data Sheets (MSDS) for materials used
in the operations at each location in Illinois and Indiana identified in
response to Request Item 11.

Response:

After a diligent search, at this time, Honeywell has no information to provide in response
to this request.

15. For each type of waste (including by-products) from Baron-Blakeslee's
operations at each location in Illinois and Indiana identified in response
to Request Item 11, including but not limited to all liquids, sludge, and
solids, provide the following information:

a. its physical state;

b. its nature and chemical composition;

c. its color;
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d. its odor;

e. the approximate monthly and annual volumes of each type of
waste (using such measurements as gallons, cubic yards,
pounds, etc.); and

f. the dates (beginning & ending) during which each type of waste
was produced by Respondent's operations.

Response:

See Attachment 8. In addition, attached as Attachment 9 is a permit issued by
Illinois EPA in May 1978, apparently to Chemical Waste Management Company’s
Calumet City, Illinois disposal site. That document indicates that Baron-Blakeslee’s
Cicero facility generated waste in the form of chlorinated solvent still bottoms.

Attached as Attachments 10 and 11 are permit applications filed by Liquid Waste
with the Illinois Environmental Protection Agency, which indicate that Baron-
Blakeslee’s Cicero facility generated waste in the form of “solvent mix” and
“reclaimer sludge-perchlor still bottoms.”

16. Provide a schematic diagram that indicates which part of Baron-
Blakeslee's operations at each location in Illinois and Indiana identified in
response to Request Item 11 generated each type of waste, including but
not limited to wastes generated by cleaning and maintenance of equipment
and machinery and wastes resulting from spills of liquid materials.

Response:

After a diligent search, at this time, Honeywell has no information to provide in response
to this request.

17. Describe how each type of waste was collected and stored at Baron-
Blakeslee's operation at each location in Illinois and Indiana identified in
response to Request Item 11 prior to disposal/recycling/sale/transport,
including:
a. the type of container in which each type of waste was placed/stored;

and
b. where each type of waste was collected/stored.
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Response:

See Attachment 8.

18. Identify your company's policy with respect to document retention.

Response:

Honeywell has various document retention policies and schedules for the many types of
documents and records that it maintains. The applicable policy for any given document
depends on the entity involved, the nature of the document contents, and the
circumstances under which Honeywell came into possession of the document.

* * * * *

Based on my inquiry of those individuals with primary responsibility for obtaining the
information, the statements and information provided herein are, to the best of my
knowledge and belief, true and complete.

This concludes Honeywell’s response to the Request.

* * * * *

As indicated by the responses above, Honeywell did not uncover any Baron-
Blakeslee waste manifests or permits within the scope of the 104(e) Request. After a
thorough search, Honeywell did not locate any information about the quantity of waste or
the frequency with which it may have gone to the GDL Site. Given the small number of
documents related to the GDL Site identified, and given the limited information
contained therein, Honeywell continues to believe that Baron-Blakeslee had, at most, a de
minimis or de micromis role at the Site.

Please feel free to contact me if you have any questions about this response.
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Sincerely,

/s/ Laura Cottingham

Laura Cottingham

Attachments

cc: Tom Byrne, Honeywell International Inc.
Chuck Geadelmann, Honeywell International Inc.
John Morris, Honeywell International Inc.
Jeffrey Cahn, EPA
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